
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 

 
 

James and Lorie Jensen, as parents, guardians Civil No. 09-1775 (DWF/FLN) 
and next friends of Bradley J. Jensen; James 
Brinker and Darren Allen, as parents, 
guardians and next friends of Thomas M. 
Allbrink; Elizabeth Jacobs, as parent, guardian 
and next friend of Jason R. Jacobs; and others 
similarly situated, 
 
   Plaintiffs,  
 
v. ORDER 
 
Minnesota Department of Human Services,  
an agency of the State of Minnesota; Director, 
Minnesota Extended Treatment Options, a 
program of the Minnesota Department of 
Human Services, an agency of the State of 
Minnesota; Clinical Director, the Minnesota 
Extended Treatment Options, a program of 
the Minnesota Department of Human Services, 
an agency of the State of Minnesota; Douglas 
Bratvold, individually, and as Director of the 
Minnesota Extended Treatment Options, a 
program of the Minnesota Department of Human 
Services, an agency of the State of Minnesota; 
Scott TenNapel, individually and as Clinical 
Director of the Minnesota Extended Treatment  
Options, a program of the Minnesota Department 
of Human Services, an agency of the State of 
Minnesota; and State of Minnesota, 
 
   Defendants.  
 
 
Mark R. Azman, Esq., and Shamus P. O’Meara, Esq., O’Meara Leer Wagner & Kohl, PA, 
counsel for Plaintiffs.  
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Steven H. Alpert and Scott H. Ikeda, Assistant Attorneys General, Minnesota Attorney 
General’s Office, counsel for State Defendants.  
 
Samuel D. Orbovich, Esq., and Christopher A. Stafford, Esq., Fredrikson & Byron, PA, 
counsel for Defendant Scott TenNapel. 
 

 
Before the Court are two reports by the Court Monitor:  Olmstead Plan: 

Resolution of State’s Requests for Modifications Nos. 2014-1 through 46 (Doc. 

No. [303]) and Olmstead Plan: Resolution of State’s Requests for Modifications 

Nos. 2014-26 (revised) and 2014-47 through 2014-50.  (Doc. No. [311].) 

In each report, the Court Monitor resolved State requests for modification of the 

Olmstead Plan, accepting most, denying some, and permitting some to be resubmitted.  

The Court previously ordered that any party seeking review of the Court Monitor’s 

resolutions of these modification requests file objections within ten (10) days from the 

dates of the respective orders.  Orders of May 14, 2014 and June 18, 2014 (Doc. 

Nos. [304] and [312]). 

No objections having been filed, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Court 

Monitor’s Reports Olmstead Plan: Resolution of State’s Requests for Modifications 

Nos. 2014-1 through 46 (Doc. No. [303]) and Olmstead Plan: Resolution of State’s 

Requests for Modifications Nos. 2014-26 (revised) and 2014-47 through 2014-50 (Doc. 

No. [311]) are ADOPTED and incorporated by reference.  The State shall modify the 

Olmstead Plan in compliance with the Court Monitor’s Reports. 

Dated:  August 20, 2014  s/Donovan W. Frank 
DONOVAN W. FRANK 
United States District Judge 
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